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Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 03 January 2006 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11,453 O.G.213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) E3 Claim(s) 1.3-20 and 22-47 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) [3 Claim(s) 1,3-20 and 22-47 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)^1 The drawing(s) filed on 10 September 2003 is/are: a)[3 accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
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12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 3 and 4 are objected to because of the following informalities: these 
claims depend from canceled claim 2. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1,3-20 and 22-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Honma et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,950,871 and hereinafter referred to as 
Honma. 

The applied reference has a common assignee with the instant application. 
Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) might be overcome 
either by a showing under 37 CFR 1.132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in 
the reference was derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not the 
invention "by another," or by an appropriate showing under 37 CFR 1 .131 . 
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As to claims 1 ,12,17,27,31 ,39,42 and 46, Honma teaches a method for collecting 
data from among a plurality of data sites, each data site having an associated data 
store, the method comprising: providing each data site with a corresponding extraction 
routine (i.e., "the computer system in which the SAN is used consists of a main site and a 
remote site . . . FIG. 10 illustrates a system configuration for asynchronous remote copying ... As 
shown in FIG. 11, when loading data between a DB on a main frame (backbone database with 
high reliability ensured) and a DB on UNIX/NT servers . . . intermediate files as a file of the main 
frame DB are set up, and the data is moved from the backbone DB to the intermediate files once 
. . . Since the data in the intermediate files is converted to such a level that the data loader of a 
UNIX server can read . . . Furthermore, in order that UNIX servers or PC servers can construct a 
data warehouse easily, by installing in the UNIX servers ... a series of processing from the 
extracting data from a variety of source DBs such as backbone DB, through converting and 
consolidating data, up to loading data, the time taken to transfer data can be shortened when 
constructing a data warehouse." The preceding text excerpts and the corresponding figures 
clearly indicate that first data from main/source site is extracted. The data is then transformed 
into second data and the data is then communicated to the remote site/central site to be loaded 
into the database by using a remote copy routine. This is the fundamental concept of any Data 
Warehousing application, where data from a plurality of disparate database located in different 
locations is integrated into a target database. But before the data gets loaded to the target 
database, data may need to be reformatted/compared against to see which fields need to be 
updated/loaded. That is why it is even called ETL or extraction, transformation and loading. 
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Applicant even acknowledges that in the background section. Any article on Data Ware housing 
concepts e.g., Oracle 9i Data Warehousing would confirm that. Nothing is done manually on a 
piece of paper therefore there are routines/ software code for corresponding extraction, 
transformation, loading or any other related activities. For any communication/software system 
there has to be a way of acknowledging a completion and the procedure can be verified by 
consulting any first year programming book. If the data is extracted, the size of the data needs to 
be known/calculated otherwise it is not possible to keep the data in an interim 
facility/volume/file. These are all inherent programming implementation details and 
programming per se are not patentable subject matter.) (col 1, lines 8-17; col 2, lines 50-62; col 
5, lines 17-22; col 8, lines 4-26; col 9, lines 45-67; col 10, lines 1-30; col 18, lines 23-35); for 
each data site, processing data contained in its associated data store in accordance 
with its corresponding extraction routine to produce first data, the corresponding 
extraction routine configured to store the first data in a storage location at the data site if 
the processing produces first data (col 1, lines 8-17; col 2, lines 50-62; col 5, lines 17-22; col 
8, lines 4-26; col 9, lines 45-67; col 10, lines 1-30; col 18, lines 23-35); collecting second data 
from those data sites for which their corresponding extraction routines produced first 
data, the second data being based on the first data; and loading all of the second data 
into a database, wherein the step of collecting includes communicating the first data to a 
central site in accordance with a remote copy operation, receiving at the central site the 
first data as mirrored data, and transforming the mirrored data to produce the second 
data, the second data being stored at the central site (col 1, lines 8-17; col 2, lines 50-62; 
col 5, lines 17-22; col 8, lines 4-26; col 9, lines 45-67; col 10, lines 1-30; col 18, lines 23-35). 
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As to claims 3-11,13-16,18-20,22-26,28-30,32-38,40-41,43-45 and 47, the 
limitations of these claims are either rejected or discussed in the rejected claim above. 



5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Apu M. Mofiz whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4080. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 8:00 A.M. to 4:30 
P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Gaffin can be reached at (571 ) 272-4146. The fax numbers for the 
group is (571 ) 273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should 
be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-9600. 
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